18                        Reply to Objections I

taking in all its sides at the same time; but if from near at hand
we fix our glance on one portion of the sea, this act of vision can be
clear and distinct, just as the image of a chiliagon may be, if it
takes in only one or two of the figure's sides. By similar reasoning
I admit along with all theologians that God cannot be comprehended
by the human mind, and also that he cannot be distinctly known by
those who try mentally to grasp Him at once in His entirety, and
view Him, as it were, from a distance. This was the sense in which,
in the words of St Thomas in the passage quoted1, the knowledge of
God was said to be found in us only in a certain confused way. But
those who try to attend to His perfections singly, and intend not so
much to comprehend them as to admire them and to employ all the
power of their mind in contemplating them2, will assuredly find in
Him a much ampler and readier supply of the material for clear
and distinct cognition than in any created things.

Neither does St Thomas here deny this contention, as is clear
from his affirming in the following article that the existence of God
is demonstrable. Moreover, wherever I have said that God can be
clearly and distinctly known, I have understood this to apply only
to this finite cognition of ours, which is proportionate to the diminu-
tive capacity of our minds. Besides, there was no reason for under-
standing otherwise in order to prove the truth of the propositions I
have maintained, as will easily be noticed if people take heed that
I have affirmed the doctrine in dispute only in two places, to wit
where the question was asked whether, in the idea we form of God,
there is anything real or only the negation of reality3, (as for
example in the idea of cold nothing else is found than the negation
of heat) a point which gives rise to no dispute [although we do not
comprehend the infinite]4; and again this doctrine appeared in the
passage where I asserted that existence appertained to the notion of
a being of the highest perfection, just as much as three sides to the
notion of a triangle, a fact which can be understood without our
having an adequate knowledge of God.

My opponent here compares one5 of my arguments with another

1  Of. Objections i. p. 5.

2  Instead of this last phrase the French version has *and to recognize how
far they are from all comprehension."5

3  Bei.

4  This clause occurs only in the French version.   The round brackets
above are also found only in F. V.    Taken together these two indications make
it clear that the ' point which gives rise to no dispute' is that' there is reality in
the idea of God, whereas in the idea of cold there is none.'

5  Above p. 6, par. 2.